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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Request for Continued Examination 

The examiner is in receipt of applicant's response to office action mailed 
10/27/2006, which was received 2/26/2007. Acknowledgement is made to the 
amendment of claim 24, the cancellation of claims 1-23,26,29-32,35-38, and the 
addition of claims 39 and 40, leaving claims 24,25,27,28,33, 34 ,39 and 40 as open to 
prosecution. The examiner has considered applicant's amendment and arguments but 
does not find them persuasive, therefore the previous office action modified as 
necessitated by amendment follows: 

Examiner's Note 

Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers or figures in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 24,25,33 and 34 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vallabh (US 7,054,832) in view of Khan (US 6,263,316). 

In regards to claims 24,25,33 and 34, Vallabh teaches all the features of the 
instant claims except as follows. Vallabh discloses storing purchased products in a 
remote site for later pick-up (Fig 1) automatically assigning a pickup location (col 11, 
lines 50-67), then further direct the product be delivered to the assigned pickup point 
(col 10, lines 50-65) in a movable arraignment (FIG 12, item 320). Vallabh further 
teaches dynamically assigning by determining which stations are available (col 1 1 , lines 
50-67, but does not specifically mention that the pickup station is automatically 
released when the ordered purchase is obtained. Khan teaches automatically indicating 
when a transaction is completed and a vehicle has left a pickup area (col 7 and 8). It 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include in Vallabh automatically indicating that the vehicle has left the pick- 
up station, because this would enable a quick transfer of goods (col 9, lines 25-30). 

In regards to claim 39, the combination of Vallabh and Khan teach wherein the 
control system is configured for automatically releasing the purchase pick-up point 
assigned to the customer in response to payment by the customer (Khan, fig 8, lines 1- 
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5). 



Claims 27 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Vallabh in view of Khan and further in view of Joseph (5,635,906). 

In regards to claims 27 and 28, Vallabh teaches picking up orders that are 
assembled by a third party, but does not specifically mention that the old and well 
known process of inspecting the package to assure that all the items have been 
correctly packaged for pick-up is present. Joseph teaches using a weight system to 
assure that all the products have been provided to the customer. It would have been 
obvious to include in Vallabh the use of the weight system as taught by Joseph, 
because this is a quick and efficient method to assure that all the ordered products have 
been included in the package for pick-up, thus quickly moving the customer from the 
lane so that another customer can use it for pick-up. 

In regards to claim 40, the combination of Vallabh, Khan and Joseph teach 
identifying availability of a pick-up station (see Vallabh in view of Khan supra) and 
completing inspection to indicate the conclusion of a transaction and releasing the 
purchased product (Joseph, col 2, line 50 - col 3, line 4). Since the inspection assures 
prior to release pickup station the combination meets the feature as stated in the instant 
claims. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 24,25,27,28,33 and 34 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection necessitated by 
amendment. 

Applicant argues that Vallabh does not teach automatically assigning a pickup 
point. The examiner disagrees and directs the applicant's attention to col 12, lines 5-20, 
where it is clear that the system automatically relays information to the customer after 
the customer has been identified. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark Fadok whose telephone number is 571.272.6755. 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday thru Friday 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Smith can be reached on 571.272.6763. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
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Alexandria, Va. 22313-1450 



or faxed to: 



571-273-8300 



[Official communications; including 



After Final communications labeled 



Box AF"] 



For general questions the receptionist can be reached at 



571.272.3600 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Mark Fadok 
Primary Examiner 



